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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-5, 7-15 and 17-33 are pending. 
Claims 1-5, 7-15 and 17-33 are rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 7-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 1 , lines 7-10 states "at least one of transforming a packet data 
frame into a data RLP frame or transforming a voice frame into a voice RLP frame using 
a frame type field or a control field not used in the at least one data RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to how "transforming a voice frame into a voice RLP frame" is 
achieved by "using a frame type field or a control field not used in the at least one data 
RLP frame". Is the data RLP frame being converted/transformed into a voice RLP frame 
for transporting voice packets? That is, it is not clear as to if a voice packet is 
transformed into a voice RLP frame or a voice packet is mapped into a data RLP frame 
and then data RLP frame is transformed into a voice RLP frame by using a frame type 
field or a control field not used in the at least one data RLP frame. And finally, in the end 
is the voice packet bearing RLP frame is a voice RLP frame or data RLP frame? As 
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such, claim 1 is being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 2-3 and 7-1 3 depend on claim 1 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, 
second paragraph. 

3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 4, line 1 0 states "using the at least one RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to "the at least one RLP frame" refers to a voice RLP frame or a 
data RLP frame. As such, claim 4 is being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 5, line 1 0 states "using the at least one RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to "the at least one RLP frame" refers to a voice RLP frame or a 
data RLP frame. As such, claim 5 is being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 14, line 1 1 states "the at least one RLP frame". 
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It is unclear as to "the at least one RLP frame" refers to a voice RLP frame or a 
data RLP frame. As such, claim 14 is being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 15 depends on claim 14 and is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 17, line 1 1 states "the at least one RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to "the at least one RLP frame" refers to a voice RLP frame or a 
data RLP frame. As such, claim 17 is being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

7. Claims 18-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 18, lines 9-11 states "at least one of transforming a packet 
data frame into a data RLP frame or transforming a voice frame into a voice RLP frame 
using a frame type field or a control field not used in the at least one data RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to how "transforming a voice frame into a voice RLP frame" is 
achieved by "using a frame type field or a control field not used in the at least one data 
RLP frame". Is the data RLP frame being converted/transformed into a voice RLP frame 
for transporting voice packets? That is, it is not clear as to if a voice packet is 
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transformed into a voice RLP frame or a voice packet is mapped into a data RLP frame 
and then data RLP frame is transformed into a voice RLP frame by using a frame type 
field or a control field not used in the at least one data RLP frame. And finally, in the end 
is the voice packet bearing RLP frame is a voice RLP frame or data RLP frame? As 
such, claim 18 is being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim 
the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 19-25 depend on claim 18 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph. 

8. Claims 26-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 26, lines 6-8 states "at least one of a packet data frame is 
transformed into a data RLP frame or a voice frame is transformed into a voice RLP 
frame using a frame type field or a control field not used in the data RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to how "transforming a voice frame into a voice RLP frame" is 
achieved by "using a frame type field or a control field not used in the data RLP frame". 
Is the data RLP frame being converted/transformed into a voice RLP frame for 
transporting voice packets? That is, it is not clear as to if a voice packet is transformed 
into a voice RLP frame or a voice packet is mapped into a data RLP frame and then 
data RLP frame is transformed into a voice RLP frame by using a frame type field or a 
control field not used in the data RLP frame. And finally, in the end is the voice packet 
bearing RLP frame is a voice RLP frame or data RLP frame? As such, claim 26 is being 
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indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 27-31 depend on claim 26 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph. 

9. Claim 32 recites the limitation "the at least one data RLP frame" in lines 8-9. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claims 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 32, lines 7-9 states "transforming a voice frame into a voice 
RLP frame using a frame type field or a control field not used in the at least one data 
RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to how "transforming a voice frame into a voice RLP frame" is 
achieved by "using a frame type field or a control field not used in the at least one data 
RLP frame". Is the data RLP frame being converted/transformed into a voice RLP frame 
for transporting voice packets? That is, it is not clear as to if a voice packet is 
transformed into a voice RLP frame or a voice packet is mapped into a data RLP frame 
and then data RLP frame is transformed into a voice RLP frame by using a frame type 
field or a control field not used in the data RLP frame. And finally, in the end is the voice 
packet bearing RLP frame is a voice RLP frame or data RLP frame? As such, claim 32 
is being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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1 1 . Claim 33 recites the limitation "the data RLP frame" in line 6. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claims 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 33, lines 5-6 states "a voice frame is transformed into a voice 
RLP frame using a frame type field or a control field not used in the data RLP frame". 

It is unclear as to how "a voice frame is transformed into a voice RLP frame" is 
achieved by "using a frame type field or a control field not used in the data RLP frame". 
Is the data RLP frame being converted/transformed into a voice RLP frame for 
transporting voice packets? That is, it is not clear as to if a voice packet is transformed 
into a voice RLP frame or a voice packet is mapped into a data RLP frame and then 
data RLP frame is transformed into a voice RLP frame by using a frame type field or a 
control field not used in the data RLP frame. And finally, in the end is the voice packet 
bearing RLP frame is a voice RLP frame or data RLP frame? As such, claim 33 is being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 3. Claims 1,4,5,14,17,18, 26, 32 and 33 would be allowable if rewritten or 
amended to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in 
this Office action. 
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14. Claims 2, 3, 7-13, 15, 19-25 and 27-31 would be allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office 
action and to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments, see pages 12-14 of the Remarks section, filed 6/9/2008, 
with respect to the rejections of the claims have been fully considered. Upon further 
review and/or search, a new ground of rejection has been presented in this office action. 
As such, any further response to Applicant's argument is moot. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SALMAN AHMED whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8307. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached on (571) 272-7884. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Salman Ahmed/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2619 



